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A LETTER, Sc. 


SIR, 


WIEN I laſt had the honour of employing my 
pen in the cauſe of Truth, it was for the pur- 
pole of defending a very reſpeQable body of peo- 
ple [the Methodiſts] from the unjuſt ira of 
artful hypocriſy, gloomy enthuſiaſm, and contraded 
| bigotry—which had been infinuated againſt them 
by the adoption of a queſtion to that effect in a 
very popular aſſembly, and I do aſſure you that it 
ow me great pain to reſume my pen on the pre. 
ent occaſion for a purpoſe ſo different to that on 
which I employed it laſt, namely, inſtead of defend- 
ing, to attack an individual or body of people; but 
there is one thing that conſoles me, which.is, that I 
am engaged in the ſame cauſe.  TrxuTH is my aim, 
and God is my witneſs, that I am not aQtuated by 
any ether defire than to propagate that, and to re- 
ſute ERROR. 
It has ever been a maxim with me, that Error in 
judgment leads to, (and is produdtive, at leaſt, of as 
ad conſequences as) vice and immorality in prac- 
tice; and though ſome think it of ſmall conſequence 
what opinions are propagated in-the world, I think 
it of the greateſt; for if we advert to the ations of 
men in all ages, and take but a ſuperficial view of 
ancient and modern hiſtory, we muſt be convinced 
of this truth, that opinton is the main thing that has 
done GOOD or HRM in the world, and that tis 
men falſe opinions of things which ruins them, — 
To what extremes have mankind been led, and what 
_ direful conſequences have enſued to the world, 
from their adopting wrong opinions; which makes 
i evident that a man had better be poiſoned 4 = 
| | | 00 


F 8 1] 


blood.than in his principles, as the former only ex- 


tends to himſelf, and affetts indeed but his body; 
whilſt the latter diffuſes its influence to the maſs of 
mankind, and affetts the nobler part of man, Tx x 


SOUL if we want occular demonſtration of the 


moral evils produced by erroneous opinions,. we 
need but look at the conduct of men in the preſent 
day, which exibits more depravity than has been 
known for ſome centuries, occaſioned I believe, by 
the uncommon ſpread of Deiſtical opinions, which 
reſent pervade all orders.of people. 

Ko do not however imagine that all opinions, 
(though they may equally deviate from TxuTa) 
areequally productive of fatal conſequencesto man- 


kind: by no means, for there are ſome opinions 


which though they have no foundation in Truth, 
may be received without producing any moral evil 
in the condutt of thoſe individuals who embrace 
them; but there are others which have a direct in- 


fluence on the morals of ſociety ; which when acted 


upon (and all opinions that will admit of it, are acted 


upon) produce the moſt fatal conſequences.— Had 


1 — Ae the ſentiments propagated by you to 
be of the former and not the latter deſcription, I 
ſhould not have troubled you on the preſent occa- 
ſion; but I view them in a light far different from 
many religious characters of the day, who, if I ma 
judge from their taciturnity, think it of little conſe- 
Tn de whether they are ſpread or not; for ſurely, 
it be admitted that Chriſtianity itſelf is of uſe to 


curb men's vices, and to make them uſeful members 


of ſociety, any doctrine which tends to overthrow 
| this | ORG which ſtrikes at its root, and gives a 
fatal blow to the very foundation of it, muſt be con- 


ſidered as inimical to the happineſs of the human 
race. And I am led to think that the doftrines you 
promulgate have a tendency this way, eſpecially 

hoſe in which You pzxY THE. RESURRECTION | 
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or Tax Bopy, Which, if I know: any thing about 
the theory of the Chriſtian Religion, is one of the 
fundamental doctrines of it. Take this part of the 
foundation away, and the whole fabric falls to the 
ground.“ If the dead riſe not,” ſays the Apoſ- 
tie, ++ Chriſt is not riſen, and if Chriſt be not riſen, 
then is our preaching. vain, and your faith is alſo 
vain.” 1. Cor. xv. 13. 14. And of ſuch conſequence _ 
did Juitin Martyr conceive this important article of 
our tatih to be, that he would not allow any the 
name of Chr:/tians that denied it“ Never believe,” 
ſays he, (in che dialogue with Tryphon) “ that thoſe 

can be Chriſtians who 27 the Reſurrection of 
the Body”: but you, Sir, ſeem to be of another 
opinion, and to ſuppoſe that men may be very or- 
thodox Chriſtians without this belicf.— Thus you 
remove, at leaſt, part of tne foundation of the Chriſ- 
tian's hope. And, il the foundation be er 
what ſhall the righteous do: 2» 

1 baye hitherto wanted with patience in hopes 
ſome perſon more competent would undertake to 
reſuie the errors propagated by you; but although 
ſome of theſe errors are of the moſt pernicious ten- 
dency, . and people are flocking in great numbers to 
your Sunday Evening Lectures, and drinking down 
large draughts of your bewitching doarines— 
although you are ſo popular, and draw ſomany after 
you, yet has no one ſtepped forward on this arduous, 

— neceſſary taſk (which I am ſure is not owing to 
your ſentiments being approved of in the religious 
- world); there fore I, as an humble individual, as a ſim- 
ple, but ſincere lover of truth, and with that only on 
my ſide, have dared to come forward to vidicate the 
dottrines which you have attempted to overthrow, 
and to ſhew the fallacy- of thoſe! which you endea- 


- » "wour to introduce; I conſider myſelf very unequal 


to the taſk, and am conſcious: that you poſſeſs many 


| 381 5 advantages which d do 1 in this combat you IOW 
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are the Goliab, and I am the David - you come to 

me with a ſword and a ſpear, (with a fund of learn- 

ing—an extenſive knowledge of the claſſies, a great 

ſhare of eloquence, a chain of philoſophical reaſon- 
ing, a memory well ſtored with knowlege, and an 
extenſive acquaintance with ſacred and profane 
authors),—and I come armed with no other 'weas 
| pons than a ſling and a ſtone (the Scriptures of divine 

Truth, and the aſſiſtance of the Holy Spirit) yet I 

am not intimidated, for TRUTH NEEDS NO ORA 

TOR, AND WHATIS RATIONAL CARRIES ITS OWN 

WEIGHT. ; , FITS {048 1 

When l firſt received an account of your opening 

THE New. JERUSALEM TEMPLE; of your ſtran 

dreſs and manner of officiating in the worſhip f 

that Church; when I was informed that you Wore 

a purple ſilk robe with a gold lace band round your 
5 waiſt, and over that a white ſurplus; that you turned 
your back to the congregation when you read the 

Liturgy, and that you promulgated the ſtrange doc- 

trines which I ſhall preſently have occaſionito 

enumerate; it had the ſame effect upon me as the re- 
lation of Nebuchadnezzar's dream had upon Daniel, 

I was ASTONISHED FOR A WHOLZ HOUR; but 
afterwards recurring to that famous paſſage of Scrip- 
ture recorded in John vii. 51, & Dothourlaw judge 
any man before 1t hear him?” I reſolved to ſuſpend 
my judgment until I ſhould have an opportunity of 
ſeeing and hearing you myſelf—I accordingly at- 
tended at the New [eruſalem Temple fix or feven © 
times, both in the morning and evening, and liſtened ' 
with peculiar attention to (as well as made ſome note 
of) the dottrines advanced by you will do yea 
the juſtice to ſay I was ſatisfied with the manner in 
which you treated each ſubjett, although Iwas#u 
with your doctrines; I admire the clearneſs and 5 | 


ſpicuity of your ſtile, the cloſeneſs and e 10 
of your reaſoning, the candour of your obſerva ons 
in general, as well as the full extent of manyof, A 


/ k 
N 1 
* 5 - 


[ 6 ] 

the pleaſing manner of your addreſs, and, in a word, 
every thing that could recommend your doctrines; 
but (what I am ſo old-faſhioned to look upon as 
the moſt, and indeed the only ss8znT1AL thing) 
pointed paſſages of Scripture to prov em. With- 
out this, Sir, your cloſe reaſoning is all thrown away 
upon me, and perhaps upon many others. To the 
law and to the teſtimony, if they ſpeak not accord- 
Ing that, it is becauſe there is no light in them.— 
The. Scriptures, Sir, I inſiſt upon it, are the only 
touchſtone to which all opinions are to be brought. 
If they agree not with divine revelation, away with 
them, though they have every thing elſe to recom- 
mend them. If we are Chriſtians, let us att as ſuch, 
by believing in the whole of the B:ble.—If we are 
Deiſts, let us be conſiſtent, and deny every part of 
it to be an inſprration from God. © If we, or an 
Angel from Heaven” (ſays the Apoſtle) & preach any 
other doctrine than what is clearly contained in, or 
deduced from the Scriptures, let him be accurſed! 
And the Bereans are commended in that when they 
heard the Apoſtles preach certain dottrines, © they 
ſearched the Scriptures daily whether thoſe things 
were ſo.” Adds xvii. 11. pa Wo 
I inſiſt the more largely upon this, becauſe you 
think proper to deny the authenticity of a great 
part of the Scriptures, and in ſo doing take away 
the power of convicting you.—It is more difficult 
to cope with ſuch an opponent as you than any 
other; becauſe all religious characters beſides 
yourſelf, and yþoſe: of your fraternity, admit the 
ruth of eyery part of THe BiBLE, and that the 
Enidence adduced from thence is concluſive. As 


J0 Deiſts, we have nothing to do but to bring 


AON to bear againſt them; but you are a 
hotly mixture of DeisTand OHAISTIAN, you are 
Ni way be allowed the expreſſion) a Dz13TicaL 
Carzsrian—1I would you were all Deist or all 
Clridian, and then I ſhould know with what argu- 
: . ments 


Sn, 
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ments to ply you, but as you have rather note of 
the latter than the former about you, I will take the 
liberty to conſider you as a Chriſtian, and deal 
with you as ſuch—beſides, as this Letter is intended 
not only for your benefit, but that of others, who 
do believe the whole of the Bible, to the Scrip- 
tures I ſhall appeal, and by their determination F* 
will ſtand or all Very 1 however, 1 
believe I can convitt you by paſſages drawn from 
thoſe Books, the een of which you: do = 
call in queſtion. 
In addition to the znfSiapation I have eb 
from attending your LeQures, I have been fur- 
niſhed with (and have attentively peruſed) the Li- 
turgy of your Church—your Catechiſm, and your 
Hymns from all which I flatter myſelf am co 
petent to judge of the nature of your \doftrines; 
This I mention, that neither you nor the world 
may ſuppoſe I am condemning I know not ht: 
and if I am not very much miſtaken, I judge from 
what I have ſo heard and read, you maintain the 
following doctrines (among others), which I need 
not mention, as I do not intend now 0 controvent 
them. h 

You uuns THAT Canzeny Ar TER HIS EEG ; 
RECTION HAD /NO MATERIAL BODY, that he did 
not reaſſume the body in which he was crucified, 
(or, in other words, that he never roſe from the 
grave.) The firſt of theſe aſſertions I heard you 
make in the ſecond Lecture you preached on be 
Reſurrełtion from Matt. xxii. g1, 32; you aſſert, 
THAT THERE WILL BE NO RESURRECTION OS 
THE DEAD ; that is, of the bodies of thoſe who 
die. That the body is but as a caſe for the ſoul to 
act in in this matetial world, and is no neceſſary 
part of man; but THAT THE SOUL 18 THE WHOLE 
OF MAN, and that this ſoul is a ſpiritual ſubſtance 
in human form, as capable of ſeeing, hearing, &c. 

N | (for 


CH 
{for I. believe you reckon the five ſenſes as eſſen- 
tial properties of the ſoul) in the ſpiritual world: 
as it 1s with the aſſiſtance of the body in this ma- 


terial world. This you maintained in my hear: 


ing in your third Lecture on the Reſurrettion on 
Sunday evening, Nov. igth. Vou of conſequence 
y the ſecond perſonal coming of Chriſt to Judg- 
ment, and the literal aceompliſhment of that event 
accompanied-by the burning of the world, or the 
general conflagration, for you affirm (in your Ca- 
techiſm for the uſe of the new Church) that, The 
laſt judgment is accompliſhed in the ſpiritual world, 
and that the former Heaven and the former Earth; 
ox THE OLD CHURCH” (thus you ſpiritualize the 
meaning of every paſſage), ARE palled away, and 
that all things ax E become new.” I wiſh I had oc- 
cular demonſtration of the truth of the laſt aſſertion. 
That x o is the ſecond advent of the Lord, which 


is a coming not in perſon, but in the power and glory 
of the ſpiritual ſenſe of his holy word, which is him- 


ſelf. That the holy City NEW IERUSAL EM, is now 
deſcending from God out of Heaven, prepared as a 
bride adorned for her huſband.” And you after- 
wards ſay, That the Lord is xo eſtabliſhing @ - 
new Church,” (meaning no doubt your own), which 
is the New Jeruſalem ſpoken of in the Revelation,” 


and which- you aſſert is the only true Church now 


upon earth. In this manner you accomodate every 
paſſage of Scripture which you wiſh to turn to your 
own advantage — but ſenſible that there are many 
paſſages which you cannot with all your ſophiſtry 
deny the force of, nor explain to your own benefit, 
you go a ſhorter. way to work, and call in queſtion, 
nay, abſolutely deny, the authenticity of thoſe books 
of Scripture wherein they are contained; and for 
this or ſome reaſon you rejett about a third part of 


the Bible, namely, the 2 Books of Chronicles, Ruth, 


Ezra, Nehemiah, Eſther, Job, Proverbs, Eccleſial- 
F . ticus, 


Fol 


ticus and Solomon's Song, in the old Teſtament: 


and all the new Teftament, except the 4 Evangeliſts 


and the Revelations.—After this ſample ofthe ſpirit 


of innovation (as it reſpe&s the Chriſtian Religion) 
Which you diſcover, what need of enumerating any 


more of your ſentiments ; I ſhall therefore paſs by 
your imitation of the Papiſts in cutting and carving 


the 10 Commandments to your own liking—(you 


do not indeed like them leave out the ſecond Com- 


mandment entirely, but you conſolidate the firſt 


and ſecond, and to make up the deficiency ſplit the 


tenth into two)—your affirming that the Scriptures 
contain three diſtintt ſenſes, i. e. celeſtial, ſpiritual, 
and natural, and that they are written for the hap- 
pineſs and improvement of Angels—your denying 
the plan of redemption, as believed in by the majo- 


rity of Chriſtians, i. e. that the death of Chriſt was a 
vicarious ſacrifice ; and your ſaying, That herein 


conſiſts the true nature of redemption, that the 


Word took upon him human nature, for the pur- 


poſe of removing Hell from man, of reſtoring the 
Heavens to order, and of preparing the way for a 
new Church upon earth.” Vour putting ſo great a 
ſtreſs on the writings of EManuzL SWEDENBORGg 
as to lay the ſame injunction (on the converts to 
your ſentiments being baptized) to cultivate an ac- 


err with his writings, as you do to read the 


ord of God—(which doftrines may be found in 
your Liturgy and Catechiſm), all theſe I ſay, I ſhall 
for the preſent paſs by, and endeavour only to re- 
fute the others which are of more conſequence. 

I do not objett to any of your do&rines on the 


ſcore of novelty—it is a weak excuſe in my opinion 
which ſome people make, that they will not believe 
in certain modern opinions, becauſe ſuch and ſuch 


great and good men never found out that they were 
contained in the Scriptures—for I think it is ob- 
vious, that although God has revealed every thing 


{ 3 neceſſary 
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neceſſary to Salvation in che Bible, ſo clear, ic that 
be who runs may read, there are many points 
therein not. of ſuch immediate conſequence, which 
are unfolded gradually to different ſervants of God 
in different ages. The wiſeſt of men (as Dr. Watts 
obſerves) know yet, but in part, and it is always 
poſſible io grow wiſer on this ſide Heaven. If your 
opinions, Sir, could but be deduced from Scrip- 
ture, I ſhould make no ſcruple of embracing them, 
ꝛhough they had never been heard of before, (which 
indeed is not the caſe), for it muſt be admitted, 
that as ANTIQUITY cannot provilege a miſtale, fo 
NOVELTY cannot prejudice Truth. 
Before I begin to controvert your opinions, give 
me leave to make a few obſervations on the impro- 
priety of your rejecting ſo great a part of the Scrip- 
tures. It will be found, by the frequent quota- 
tions I ſhall have occaſion to make from the Books 
"of the Old and New Teſtament, that the majorit 
.of thoſe Books, the authenticity of which you call 
in queſtion, contain the moſt pointed proof againſt 
your dottrines, and therefore your policy in re- 
jecting them muſt be obvious to every one. What 
other reaſons you can have I am utterly at a loſs to 
conjeQure, and I think you would do well to ac- 
quaint the world with the premiſes from which you 
draw your inference, that theſe Books cannot be 
inſpired. I never heard you mention the ſubjett 
in your Lectures, nor do I recolle& you aſſign any 
other reaſon for rezeQing them, than what is men- 
lüoned in your Catechiſm, namely, that they have 
not the internal ſenſe. A reaſon ſo abtruſe, that I 
believe it will be found no eaſy matter to underſtand 
it.—1 ſhall not ſay any thing at preſent as to the 
authenticity of thoſe books of the old Teſtament 
vhich you call in queſtion, only obſerve, that I be- 
lieve you would be put to great {traights to prove 
chat che evidence we have for N does not equal 


that 
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that which we have to prove the truth of thoſe 
which you are pleaſed to honour with your appro- 
bation. I am ſure at leaſt this obſervation wil! 
hold good as to The As of the Apoſtles inthe New: 
Teſtament, which is among your caſt-off books : for 
we have all the proof that any reaſonable perſon can 
wiſh for, that that Book was written by the ſame 
hand who wrote St. Luke's Goſpel, ſo that if you 
rejett the former, you muſt on the ſame ſcore re- 
jet the latter, As to the Epiſties, all of which 
you wipe out of the liſt of God's Word, it is well 
known that in Tertullian's days (who lived about 
200 years after Chriſt) ſome of the original copies 
of the Epiſtles, in the very hand-writing of the 
Apoſtles, were in being: and it is obſerved” by 
GRortus, that all the Books of the New Teſta- | 
ment. that have names. affi xed to them, were uſed. | 
I by the earlieſt Chriſtians. They indeed at firſt re- 
| Jetted the 2d. Epiſtle of Peter, and the Revelations 
of St. John, a book which you revere in the higheſt * | 
manner, and which, though-you ſee no occaſion to 
doubt the authenticity of, they did. But even theſe 
books they ſoon afterwards received into the numq- R 
ber of inſpired writings; but the beſt proof perhaps | 1 
that can be given that thoſe books which you rejett 
are inſpired, is, that they contain no other do&rines 
than what are contained in the other Scriptures, 
only in ſome of them thoſe dottrines are more fully 
explained and illuſtrated. r. 
I ſnall nowendeavourtocontrovertyour opinion, 
that Chriſt did not reaſſume that body at his reſur-- 
redtion in which he was crucified, This is a ſubject 
of the greateſt importance, for, as a late elegant wri- 
ter has obſerved, 11 THE DOC TRINE or CHRIST SC 
| RESURRECTION AN BE OVERTHROWN, THEN 
1s CHRISTIANITY A TABLE. I am certain that 
all that is ſpoken in Scripture of the reſurrettion of 
Chriſt, has a reference 5 his Wan 
8 * W 
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mat well known text in Pſalm xyi. 10. where David, 


ſpeaking in the perſon of the Meſſiah, ſays, © Thou 


wiltnotleave my ſoul in Hell, neither wilt thou fuf- 


fer thine holy one to ſee corruption.“ Will you tell 


me, Sir, that this is not a prophecy relating to Chriſt? 
You ſurely vill not if it is, does it not plainly imply 


that though Chriſt's ſoul ſhould deſcend to Haozs, 


and his body to the graye, yet, that the former ſhould 


not remain in that glogamy manſion, nor the latter 


in the grave long enough to putrify. This is the 
way it is expounded by the Apoſtle Peter (As ii. 
25 to 33), © David, (ſays he) “ ſpeaking concerning 


him, [Chriſt] ſays, “ My rLzsn ſhall reſt in hope, 


becauſe thou wilt not leave my ſoul in Hell, neither 


wilt thou ſuffer thine holy one to ſee corruption.” 
| Then in the 29th and goth verſes, be ſhews, that 


this prophecy could not relate to David, ſeeing he 
was both dead and buried, and his ſepulchre remain- 
edunto that day ; but, ſays he, David beinga prophet 
& ſpake of the reſurreftion of Chriſt, that his sou 
was not left in Hell, neither his rxLzsn did ſee cor- 


ruption.“ Thus you ſee the IESE of Chriſt, his 
very material 5770 is ſpoken of in oppoſition to his 


SOUL; and it is obvious, that if his 1 L ESR, his very 


identical hody, did not riſe from the grave, this pro- 
phecy was not fulfilled, and it muſt have ſeen cor- 


ruption in common wich the bodies of others. And 


if Chriſt did not reaſſume the ſame body, pray what 


became of it? for the Evangeliſts (whoſe authority 


you do not deny) tell us, that when Peter and others 


vdo.“ Now then the ſtate of the ca 


went to the ſepulchre it was not found there; you 
ſurely will not join with the Jews in ſaying his diſ- 
ciples ſtole him away, It is beyond a doubt that 
Chriſt had a reference to his material body, when 
he ſaid, . Deſtroy this Temple, and in three days 
T will raiſe it up,” John 5 19. „ = a iſt verſe 
it is exprelsly faid, He ſpake of nple of his 
i Jewy 


1 ] 
Jews aſked Chriſt to give them a ſign to ſignify the 
truth of his miſſion ; the ſign, or proof he offered 
them was this, Deſtroy this Temple, (of my body) 
and in three days I will raiſe it up.” They did de- 
ſtroy it, and Chriſt either did, or did not, raiſe 4 


(his body) up, within the period aſſigned.—if he did, 


(as I maintain, and will hereafter ſhew) he gave an 
undeniable proof of his being the Meffiah—ifhe did 
not, (as you aſſert), then he failed in giving that 


proof, and neither the Jews nor we have any right 
to believe he was the Meſſiah, ſeeing he did not ful- 
fil that ſign which he himſelf choſe, to put his miſ- 


ſion to the teſt. Thus you ſee what conſequences 
your opinion draws after it—but as a farther corto- 
boration of Chriſt's meaning, it is ſaid in the 38d 


verſe of the ſame chapter, that, When be was 


riſen from the dead, his diſciples remembered that 

he had ſaid this unto them“ „ 
We will now, if you pleaſe, Sir, review the atliont 

of Chriſt, and the whole of his deportment aſter he 


roſe from the dead, in order to diſcover what ſort 


of a body he had and here I intend to be a little 
88 in my enquiries, for T am ſenſible that if 


fail in proving the reſurrection of Chriſt's body, I 
mult altogetherfail in provingmy next point, namely, 
of his Saints, for nothing 


the reſurettion of the bodies 
is more clear than that the latter depends on the for- 


mer, if we examine the arguments of the Apoſtle in 
the 15th of Cor. for in the 18th and 13th verſes, he 


reaſons both apriori, and apoſteriori to prove the | 


ſubje& in hand.—In order to clear the way of all 
difficulty in diſcuſſing this ſubjeQ, I beg leave to 
remind you of an affertion you made in your gd 
Lecture on the reſurrettion, November 19th, vis, 
6 that there is a diſtinſtion between matter, and ſpi- 
rit, which muſt never be confounded,” for while 

adhere to this, you will better underſtand the argu- 
met I mean de adduce, I am forry to ſay, low- 


n 


* 
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„ tal . : 
ever, that in many of your opinions you do not ad- 
here to this diſtindlion - you do not diſtinguiſh be- 

tween the properties of ſpirit, and thoſe of matter 
Mape, extention, &c. are eſſential properties of mati- 
ter yet theſe very properties you; alſo aſcribe to 
fpirit, or the ſoul of man: for in your 3d Lecture 

on the reſurrection (as I have before mentioned), | 

vou obſerved That the ſoul is a ſpiritual ſubſtance 

in EEMAN FORM. In another Lecture, when ſhew- 4 
ing the connection between ſoul and body, you ad- 
dreſſed your auditors. to this effect, Trouble not 

3 yourſelves, my judicious hearers, to enquire in * 

hat part of the body the ſoul is lodged; for be af- 

ſured, it is in every part it Ex TEx Ds throughout, 

being of the ſame ſhape:as the body: it pervades | * 

the whole frame.” Thus, Sir, you contradi& your- . $4 

Elf, and I can but wonder that you, who maintained bo 

fo ſtrongly in your firſt Lecture on the reſurreQion, . 

that matter cannot think, but that tis the mind per- 1 
forms all through the medium of the body, ſhould 

fo far forget yourſelf as to allow a foul to he extend- 
_ed—beſides, (as Dr. Watts very juſtly reaſons in 

Bis Philoſophical del If che ſoul has a ſhape; 

is not this ſhape minuable, or may it not be maimed 
by loſing a part, Eſſay V. Section 1. But this by 

the way—to return to the ſubje, e. 

The Lord [clus took great pains to conyince his 
duiſeiples, after his reſurrection, that he not only had 

2 dody, but that he had the very identical one, in 

* . ©, Ahich he appeared before his crucifixion. He ſuf- 
ſered them to. ſee bim, hear him ſpeak, handle him, 
ſand, I; contend that it is eſſential to matter and not 
2 to be viſible and tangible, though you attri- 
bute theſe properties tg ſpirit or the ſoul of man), 
est and drink wich bim, in all which things the 
could not be deceived... Theſe are the infallib 
Pros which St. Lake allades to in Adds i. 3, and. 
high he there ſays, the Apoſtleas ere — 
8819 . | | vun 


IN F.- I 
with for the ſpace of forty days. No greater proof 
that I know of could he give of his having the 
ſame body, than his ſhewing the marks of the nails 
in his hands, and the wound in his fide, occaſioned 
by the ſoldier's ſpear. So great indeed was this 

roof, that we are. told, it even convinced unbe- 
— Thomas, eſpecially when Chriſt told him 
not to truſt to his eye-ſight, if he thought that de- 
ceived him, but to feel if the wounds that appeared 
were real or not. But hat was ſufficient to con- 
vince unbelieving Txom as, is not ſo to convince 
. In the name of com- 
mon ſenſe, Sir, if this was not the body chat Chriſt 
ſuffered with, how came theſe wounds in it? Ot 
do you ſuppoſe, that when: the ſpear entered; his 

fide, and the nails his hands, that they likewiſe en- 
tered thoſe parts of the ſoul which. were next io 
the parts of the body ſo pierced ? Like enough 
you do, as you think the foul. an extended ſub ſtauce, 
and then you may very well ſuppoſe that the ſoul 
of Chriſt only appearing to his diſciples would na- 
turally have the appearance which we-find he had. 
The Apoſtle John, in his firſt Epiſtle i. 1. 3, ſpeaks 
of the abundant proof which he and his catempo- 
raries had of the re ſurredlion of Chriſt, thus, That 
which we have ae arp, which we have 8x xn with 
our eyes, which we have looked upon, and our 
hands have HAN DLE D of the word of life, declare 
we unto you. When he ſays, out bands have hand- 
led, perhaps he alludes to what is recorded in Matt. 
xxvili. g. where it is ſaid They came and held 
him by the feet and worſhipped him, (another proof 
I contend that he had a material body) — But, Sit, 
the firmeſt ground on which I reſt my cauſe comes 
next to be mentioned, and if I had no other, I Old 
think myſelf ſufficiently ſecure. ' It is this, that the 
Lord Jeſus himſelf was guilty of telling ta wilful 
falſehood after his reſurrection; if he had not then 


a real 


16 1 


a teal body of r Las and vous, (which . 


point you deny). The Evangeliſt Luke, in the laſt 


Chapter of his goſpel, records very minutely the "_ 
[ 


of Chriſt's appearing to his diſciples ; from the g6 
verſe, to the end of the chapter, he gives us an ac- 
count, the ſubſtance of which is, that Chriſtappeared 
to eleven of his Apoſtles when they were aſſembled 
in Jeruſalem—that they were terrified and thought 
it had been a ſpirit, but he to convince them that 
he was not, ſaid, Why are ye troubled? And wh 
do thoughts ariſe in your hearts? Behold my han 
and my feet, THAT ir is I MySELF—handle me 
and ſee, for a ſpirit bath not rIESH and BON Es as 
ye lee me have.” Here Chriſt poſitively ſays 
that he then had 1LESH and BoNES, and it is after- 
wards ſaid, When he bad thus ſpoken he hewed 


them his bands and his feet,” (held them forth for 
them to feel) and on that, as well as on a former oc- 


caſion, when he appeared to the diſciples going to 
Emmaus (recorded in the beginning of the ſame 
chapter), he gave them an additional proof of his 

zofleffing a material body, by eating before them 
which a ſpirit could notdo, if we may believe Chriſt, 
who ſays, that the Angels who are ſpirits neither eat 
nor drink; and Peter ſeems to allude to this in his 
ſermon to Cornelius and his family, when he ſays, 
„Him“ [Chriſt] “ God raiſed up the. gd day, and 
ſhewed him openly, not to all the people, but to 
witneſſes choſen before of God, even to us who 


did eat and drink with him after he aroſe from the 


dead.” Acts x, 40, 41. In ſhort, (as DR. PRIEBST- 
Ly obſerves in his ſermon on the ReſurreQtion of 
Chriſt) we have much more evidence of that 

t event than of any other that ever took place,” 


and it is well we have, fince it is a point on which 


turns the whole of Chriſtianity. 


In the ad Lecture you preached on the reſur- 7 
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Feould not help obſerving, how artfully you paſſed 
ovgr the above quotation from the laſt chapter of 


Lüke, which you did not mention, although you 
took occaſion to animadvert very largely on the 
| goth verſe of that chapter, becauſe that appeared to 
nAion your hypotheſis, that Chrift had not a ma- 
terial body; you obſerved if he had, how could he 


enter the room while the door was ſhut? Now, Sir, 


in order to give you an anſwer to that, I obſerve 


that it is not ſaid that Chriſt entered the room while 
the door was ſhut. The Evangeliſt John records 


this-circumſtance more minutely than any of the- 
other Evangeliſts, and he obſerves, in the igt 


verſe of the 20th chapter, The ſame day at even- 


ing, when the doors were ſhut, where the diſciples. 
where aſſembled for fear of the eus, came Jeſus 


and ſtood in the midſt.“ The circumſtance of the 
doors being ſhut 1s only mentioned to ſhew that the 
diſciples met by ſtealth, being perſecuted by the 
Jews; and it is remarkable that St. John makes no- 
mention of their being alarmed, but on the con- 


trary, that they were glad (verſe 20,): and although 


St. Luke ſpeaks of their being affrighted, and think- 
Ing it was a ſpirit, I am of opinion it aroſe chiefly 


from the circumſtance of his entering the room ſo 
ſoftly that they did not hear him open the door. 
How common is it for a perſon to enter our room 
when the door is ſhut, fo ſoftly, that we do not per- 
ceive them till they appear before us; but akhougtr - 
this alarins us for the preſent, when we get over that 

alarm, we are not weak enough to ſuppoſe they 
come through the key-hole ; neither do I believe 
the diſciples thought Chriſt did, after he convinced 
them that he had fleſh and bones. —Thus, Sir all 


that we can gather from the text, is, that the diſci- 


ples having met privately, (the doors being ſhut for 
V IR . 


reltion, you attempted to anſwer ſeveral paſſages | 
of Scripture, relating to Chriſt's reſurreQion; but 


wet 
2 


1 1 


fear of the Jews), Jeſus appeared in the midſt. | 
Not a word is ſaid about his entering the room 
without opening the daor; only this much is plain, 
thai the diſciples did ar him come in, and from 
that circumſtance alone, aroſe their fright. But 
even if it had ſaid, the diſciples ſeeing Chriſt enter 


vithout opening the door, &c. we know that every 


flage cannot be taken ſtrialy i in its literal mean- 


2 


g, only to mention one. It is ſaid, Luke iv. g. that 


the Devil brought Chriſt to Joughlem, and ſet him 


upon a pinnacle of the temple. How abſurd it is 
to imagine, as ſome have done, that he carried Chriſt 
through the air, yet this appears to be the meaning 
at firſt light; but this and many other paſſages muſt 
be taken in a qualified ſenſe. That gentleman took 
the readieſt way of getting at the moſt natural ſenſe 
of the above paſſage, who made his ſon read it to 
him (a boy about 8 years old), and then aſked the 
child © In fra manner he conceivedthe Devil took 
Chriſt up to the top of the Temple?“ Why, an- 
ſwered he, © in the ſame manner as you would 
take me up to the top of St. Paul's. | 
Having. enlarged ſo much on the OY OR of 
- Chriſt's reſurreQtion, I ſhall not have time at preſent | 
to enter into a defence of that of the reſurreQion of 
dur bodies, or at leaſt not in ſuch a way as to do 
Juſtice to it, but ſhall make that, as well as ſome 
further animadverſions on your doctrines, the ſub- 
- je of another Letter, unleſs you are able in the 
mean time to give a ſatisfattory anſwer to what K 


* ron written. 


3 | am, Sir, | 
* a . | 
. e Leu &. | 

5 J. H. PRINCE: 

u. 8 Spu-fieldr, 


May 12, 1798. een, 


